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SUMMARY  AND  CONCLUSIONS 


1.  Employment  for  men  in  Surry  County  increased  by  only  172  jobs  from 

1950  to  1960  because  of  declines  in  agriculture  and  furniture, 
which  were  barely  covered  by  gains  in  other  industries. 
Employment  for  women  expanded  by  60%,  mostly  in  textiles, 
apparel,  and  agriculture  industries,  all  of  which  are  long-run 
nongrowth  industries.   Nevertheless,  the  economy  expanded  in 
total  employment,  achieving  competitive  gains  of  3,461  jobs 
over  growth  rates  of  the  respective-  industries.   However, 
because  of  the  nongrowth  nature  of  most  of  the  local  employment, 
2,313  of  the  gains  were  wiped  out,  still  leaving  the  county 
with  a  net  gain  of  1,148.   Since  most  of  the  local  industries 
are  short-run  gainers  in  long-run  declining  industries,  no 
net  economic  growth  was  projected.   Encouragement  of  new 
activities  —  support  plants  and  mar ke t -or i en t ed  plants,  to  take 
advantage  of  Mount  Airy's  location  near  large  metropolitan 
centers,  and  new  local  trades  and  services  —  was  stressed. 

2.  Measures  of  income,  business  activity,  education,  and  housing,  were 

used  in  assessing  the  quality  of  Mount  Airy's  Style  of  Life. 
Grave  community  problems  in  each  area  were  discussed: 

a.  Despite  high  average  income  figures  for  the  Town,  weaknesses 

were  found  to  lie  in  the  extremes  of  poverty  and  affluence, 
an  income  distribution  not  conducive  to  optimal  Town  welfare. 

b.  The  Town's  position  of  strength  as  a  trading  center  is  being 

threatened  by  inaction  on  the  part  of  the  interested  partiesl 

c.  Retention  of  a  large  labor  pool  of  unskilled,  uneducated,  low- 

income  workers,  while  many  be t t er -educa t ed  young  adults  leave 
the  area,  holds  the  Town's  levels  down.   A  proposed  new 
community  college  could  upgrade  the  whole  area. 

d.  Although  Mount  Airy  was  on  a  par  with  State  urban  housing 

standards,  its  surrounding  communities  had  half  substandard 
hous  i  ng . 

3.  In  view  of  the  particular  economic  structure  of  the  Town,  its  area, 

and  Surry  County,  no  net  economic  expansion  was  foreseen. 
Heavy  out-migration  of  young  adults  during  the  past  decade, 
it  was  suggested,  is  likely  to  continue.   Consequently, 
the  present  numbers  of  young  adujts  and  children  are  expected 
to  remain  rather  stable.   Middle-aged  adults  may  be  expected 
to  decrease,  particularly  during  this  decade.   The  gains  in 
population  between  now  and  1980,  small  though  their  projections 
may  indicate,  will  be  accounted  for  in  increases  in  the  elderly. 

4.  In  event  it  has  not  been  sufficiently  stressed  elsewhere  in  this 

report,  THE  FUTURE  IS  IN  THE  HANDS  OF  THE  CITIZENS  OF  MOUNT 
AIRY:   IT  IS  MY  CHALLENGE  TO  THEM  THAT  THEY  IMPROVE  ON  MY 
ASSESSMENTS  OF  THE  FUTURE. 
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population  and  economic  report  is  one  of  a  series  of 
reports  being  prepared  for  the  Planning  Board  of  the 
ount  Airy.   Its  function  is  to  evaluate  trends  rele- 
he  future  of  the  Town,  with  emphasis  on  factors  which, 
of  present  knowledge,  may  contribute  to  long-range 
growth  of  Mount  Airy.   In  our  free  society  we  have  no 

allocate  population  and  economic  resources  by  decree, 
planning  with  decisions  at  the  local  level  can  influ- 
rable  development  of  these  resources.   In  the  final 

when  people  have  a  choice  of  a  place  in  which  to  work 

they  look  for  a  well-organized  and  attractive  environ- 
e  their  investment  in  homes,  factories,  stores,  churches, 

families  will  be  protected.   An  environment  which  meets 
hes  will  attract  more  people,  as  well  as  agents  of  pro- 
nd  exchange,  upon  which  the  economy  depends. 
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ECONOMIC  TRENDS — THE  CHALLENGE 

Surry  County  had  increases  of  17.2%  in  total  employment  and  3  6.4% 
in  manufacturing  employment  from  1950  to  1960.   In  1960,  manufac- 
turing firms  in  Mount  Airy  alone  employed  4,218  persons  who  resided 
outside  the  Town. 

HOWEVER:  Employment  for  men  in  Surry  County  increased  overall  by 
only  1.4%  and  in  manufacturing  by  20.6%,  while  total  employ- 
ment for  women  Increased  by  60. 7  % ,  and  manufacturing  increased 
56.8%,.   The  labor  market  area  has  been  an  area  of  substantial 
unemployment  now  for  several  years. 


WHAT  HAPPENED?  Heavy  local 
intensive  industries  — 
been  faced  with  trends 
techological  advances, 
and  in  the  number  of  p 
1.678  fewer  employed  m 


dustries  than  there  were  in  19 
of  1,850  jobs  in  other  sectors 
1,572  more  females  employed  in 
ture,  and  an  additional  1,087 
were  married  and  were  suppleme 
numbers  of  young  adults  enteri 
grating  out  of  the  county  to  s 


concentrations  of  traditional  labor- 
agriculture,  textiles,  f ur n i t ur e--have 
toward  limited  markets  and  unlimited 
leading  to  reductions  in  employment 
roduction  units.   In  1960  there  were 
ales  in  agriculture  and  furniture  in- 


50,  virtually  wiping  out  gains 
On  the  other  hand,  there  were 
textiles,  apparel,  and  agricul- 
in  other  sectors.  Large  numbers 
nting  family  incomes.  Large 
ng  the  labor  force  have  been  mi- 
eek  employment  elsewhere. 


WHAT  ARE  THE  PROSPECTS?  Employment  decreases  will  continue  in 
agriculture  and  furniture,  along  with  a  major  downturn  in 
textile  employment.   These  losses  will  be  balanced  by  gains 
in  business  and  professional  services,  machinery  manufacturing, 
and  public  administration.   Losses  will  be  in  occupations  of 
lower  skill  and  income  levels,  while  gains  will  be  in  techni- 
cal and  white-collar  occupations  with  higher  income  levels. 
Successful  producers  in  textiles,  furniture,  apparel,  and 
agriculture,  will  mechanize  and  ultimately  gain  in  total  pro- 
duction and  income  with  fewer  workers. 
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THE  MOUNT  AIRY  ECONOMY 

What  Is  a  Local  Economy?   It  is  the  way  people  of  a  locality  make 
a  living;  it  is  the  production  of  goods  for  local  and  outside  mar- 
kets; it  is  the  distribution  of  goods  and  services  for'local  and 
outside  consumers;  it  is  the  measure  of  income  produced  and  spent; 
and  it  is  the  material  fruits  of  production,  consumption,  and  pos- 
session. 


In  the  past  one  could  speak 
an  independent  unit.  Today  the 
be  understood  as  integrated  part 
The  economy  of  Mount  Airy,  then, 
ments  which  can  be  analyzed  sepa 
the  Town  considered  within  the  n 
may  compete  well  relative  to  sim 
but  if  the  whole  industry  does  n 
less  well  in  producing  jobs  and 
well  in  a  national  industry  whlc 
sion.  For  example,  the  most  ing 
buggy  whips  did  not  fare  so  well 
ducer  of  automobile  accessories, 
employers'  competition  with  simi 
importance  to  analysis  of  trends 
Future  trends  of  employment  and 
more  accurately  assessed  on  this 


of  the  economy  of  a  community  as 
local  factors  of  production  must 
s  of  the  larger  national  economy. 

is  a  particular  mixture  of  ele- 
rately  and  their  consequences  for 
ational  setting.   A  local  firm 
ilar  firms  in  the  national  market, 
ot  thrive,  the  local  firm  may  fare 
income  than  one  competing  fairly 
h  is  characterized  by  rapid  expan- 
eniously  efficient  producer  of 
,  after  1920,  as  the  average  pro- 

Therefore,  analysis  of  local 
lar  industries  is  secondary  in 

of  the  entire  industry  nationally, 
income  at  the  local  level  may  be 

basis. 


The  analysis  of  the  Mount  Airy  economy,  then,  will  begin  with 
an  investigation  of  local  trends  in  the  Town's  major  economic  com- 
mitments. Following  that  will  be  a  rigorous  analysis  of  the  local 
economy  within  national  economic  trends.   Key  questions  faced  are; 

1.  In  what  activities,  in  terms  of  employment,  does  Mount  Airy 
specialize? 

2.  What  is  the  growth  character  of  industries  employing  workers 
in  Mount  Airy? 

3.  How  well  have  local  firms  competed  within  their  respective 
i  ndu  s  t r le  s  ? 

4.  Have  these  activities,  taken  together,  led  the  local  economy 
in  a  direction  of  future  growth? 

5.  What  are  the  probable  consequences  of  present  trends  projected 
into  the  future? 

6.  How  can  future  growth  be  promoted  if  not  through  competitive 
gains  of  existing  industries? 
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MAJOR  ECONOMIC  COMMITMENTS  OF  MOUNT  AIRY 

For  decades  Mount  Airy  has  been  a  major  manufacturing  center 
of  textile,  furniture,  and  stone  products  manufacturing,  and  granite 
quarrying  industries.   From  traditional  origins,  based  on  local  re- 
sources and  crafts  activities,  these  industries  have  expanded  grad- 
ually under  continuing  local  ownership  and  management.   Today  these 
industries  employ  nearly  half  the  labor  force  in  the  Town  and  its 
surrounding  communities,  as  well  as  a  substantial  number  of  rural 
residents  of  Surry  County  and  Virginia. 

Textiles :  Mount  Airy's  strong  co mm itment  to  a  long-successful  tex- 
tile industry  must  be  viewed  within  the  framework  of  trends  in  the 
national  textile  industry,  which  experienced  a  22  7,  decline  in  em- 
ployment from  1950  to  1960.   Southeastern  (and  Mount  Airy)  textiles 
appeared  to  have  indefinite  growth  trends  so  long  as  plant  closings 
and  employment  decreases  in  the  industry  occurred  in  New  England, 
but  now  that  virtually  all  the  industry  is  in  the  Southeast,  insta- 
bilities and  losses  of  the  Industry  have  direct  local  repercussions. 

The  textile  market  has  fallen  because  of  production  saturation, 
cheap  imports,  losses  of  product  lines  to  other  types  of  industry 
(e^.£^.  ,  synthetic  fibres,  plastics,  and  nonweave  paper-process  grey 
goods),  a  general  cost-price  squeeze,  and  chronic  excess  production 
capacity.   Labor  and  raw  materials,  comprising  three-quarters  of 
overhead  directly  related  to  textile  production,  are  regulated  by 
minimum  wage  legislation  and  Federal  cotton  price  supports.   There- 
fore, firms  compete  through  labor-saving  production  techniques,  and 
the  trend  is  toward  increasing  mechanization,  thereby  reducing  in- 
dustry employment.   Intense  competition,  consolidations  through 
mergers,  and  mechanization,  may  be  expected  to  result  in  fewer, 
larger,  more  stable  firms.   Their  labor  needs  will  drop  considerably, 
but  future  workers  will  have  higher  skill  levels,  more  education, 
more  income,  and  higher  productivity. 

Mount  Airy's  knit  and  hosiery  industries  are  highly  seasonal, 
and  short-run  fluctuations  limit  capital  expenditures  for  equipment 
in  favor  of  drawing  on  a  large  labor  pool  in  times  of  peak  produc- 
tion.  High  labor  costs  put  these  firms  at  a  competitive  disadvan- 
tage with  more  mechanized  firms  having  higher  per-worker  productivity, 
The  1958  Census  of  Manufactures  indicates  that,  although  pay  per  em- 
ployee  was  higher  in  Surry  County  than  in  the  State  ($2,953  against 
$2,888),   Surry  productivity  was  almost  307o  lower  ($1,391  value  added 
less  pay,  per  worker,  against  $1,907.)   In  addition,  Surry  capital 
expenditures  per  employee  were  less  than  half  those  for  the  State 
($107  against  $231),  casting  doubt  on  local  competitive  strength 
through  new  mechanization. 

Nevertheless,  in  1960  Mount  Airy  textile  firms  employed  3,533 
workers,  of  whom  only  794  were  Town  residents,  1,593  residents  of 
adjacent  communities,  and  1,  146  commuters  from  greater  distances, 
primarily  Virginia.   Future  employment  reductions  would  be  expected 
to  affect  less-skilled  rural  commuters  more  than  local  residents. 


Appare 1 :  A  relatively  new  and  growing  local  industry  draws  upon  the 
female   labor  pool  established  by  textiles.   Despite  local  employ- 
ment gains,  the  prognosis  for  future  growth  is  guarded,  because  the 
industry  nationally  is  one  of  slow-growth.   Apparel  is  also  a  low 
income-generating  industry  in  return  to  cap i t a  1 , management ,  land, 
and  labor.   Average  pay  per  employee  was  only  $2,302  in  the  county 
in  1958,  just  below  the  State  average  of  $2,374.   Productivity 
(value  added  in  manufacturing  less  pay)  per  employee  was  only  $1,266, 
nearly  20%  below  the  State's  $1,549.   Local  firms  in  1960  employed 
419  workers,  half  of  them  from  nearby  communities  and  the  remainder 
divided  between  Town  residents  and  commuters  from  more  distant  rural 
areas. 

Furniture.  Quarry,  and  Stone:  Mount  Airy's  largest  employer  of  men 
is  the  furniture  industry,  long  noted  for  its  high  quality  products. 
The  local  industry  has  declined  in  employment  for  a  number  of  years, 
and  more  modern  facilities  are  needed  to  bolster  local  firms'  com- 
petitive position.   Data  for  1958  indicate  that  local  firms  compared 
poorly  with  State  furniture:  pay  per  employee  ($2,570  against  $3,104 
for  the  State);  productivity  in  value  added  minus  pay  per  employee 
($1,031  against  $2,209);  and  capital  expenditures  per  worker  (only 
$28  against  $190  for  the  State.) 

A  large  granite  quarry  (jusC  outside  Mount  Airy^  and  allied  stone 
products  firms  are  also  major  employers  of  males.   Employment  was 
higher  in  the  past,  but  mechanization  has  increased  productivity  and 
economic  stability.   Together  with  furniture,  however,  these  employers 
of  males  have  been  providing  fewer  jobs,  leading  to  outmigration  of 
male  job-seekers.   In  1960  these  industries  employed  1,193  workers, 
739  of  whom  lived  in  communities  outside  Mount  Airy,  274  in  Town, 
and  180  in  the  rural  hinterland. 

New  Growth  Industries;  Although  the  Town  is  unde r r ep r e sent ed ,  rela- 
tive to  the  nation,  in  high-growth  industries — machinery,  foods,  and 
other  nondurables,  there  has  been  an  encouraging  infusion  of  new 
industries  of  these  kinds.   Major  new  plants  have  included  manufac- 
tures of  electrical  appliances  and  plastics  in  Mount  Airy,  and 
poultry-processing  in  nearby  Dobson.   Local  firms  employed  715  per- 
sons in  1960,  of  whom  219  lived  in  Town,  308  in  adjacent  communities, 
and  188  in  the  rural-farm  area. 


What  labor  force  did  these  new  firms  recruit?   Data  on  the 
electrical  appliance  plant  show  that  87 7„  of  its  initial  employees 
were  under  age  35;  48%  had  a  four-year  high  school  education;  over 
half  had  previous  semi-skilled,  unskilled,  or  farm  occupations;  and 
over  half  had  been  employed  in  local  textile,  apparel,  furniture,  or 
agricultural  industries.   What  is  important  is  that  these  are  the 
sorts  of  people  the  Area  has  been  losing  through  out-migration .  New 
growth  industries  tend  to  select  young  adults  with  better  educational 
backgrounds  for  training  in  required  new  skills,  upgrading  the  labor 
force  and  making  it  more  attractive  for  new  local  firms  as  well  as 
outside  industries.   A  pool  of  surplus  labor  which  is  unskilled,  less 
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Table   1  --  SURRY  COUNTY  LABOR  FORCE  AND  EMPLOYMENT,   1950-60,  BY  SEX 

Labor  Force  1950 I960 Percent  change 

Male      Female       Male      Female       Male     Female 

Total  population  22,581  23,012  23,551  24,654  4.3%  7.1% 

Ages  14+  15,433  16,083  16,264  17,625  5.4  9.6 

Civ.  labor  force  12,271  4,415  12,590  7,503  2.6  69.9 

...Employed  12,086  4,384  12,258  7,043  1.4  60.7 

...Unemployed  185  31  332  460  79.5  (15X) 

By  Industry: 
Agriculture 
Manuf ac  tur  i  ng 

.  .  .Furniture  &  wool 

,  .  .Texti les 

.  .  . Apparel 

...Other  mfg. 
Comme  r  c  e 
Professions 
Other  industries 


well-educated,  and  older  will  tend  to  attract  (if  anything)  less 
stable  and  more  marginal  industries  surviving  on  low-wage  labor  at 
the  expense  of  more  efficient  productive  equipment  requiring  major 
capital  outlays. 

Unemp 1 oyment ;  Data  for  the  labor  market  area  which  includes  Surry 
and  Yadkin  counties  indicate  that  substantial  unemployment  has 
plagued  the  area  for  several  years.   In  March,  1962,  almost  10%  of 
the  labor  force  was  unemployed.   More  than  757.  of  the  unemployed 
are  under  age  45,  of  whom  more  than  407.  are  women.   Of  the  unemployed, 
607o  of  the  males  and  757,,  of  the  females  had  been  employed  in  semi- 
skilled or  unskilled  industrial  occupations.   No  long-range  solution 
beyond  seasonal  fluctuations  is  in  sight  for  most  of  those  workers 
without  education  or  skills  in  industries  other  than  those  of  non- 
growth  or  declining  trends.   The  alternative  to  expansion  of  employ- 
ment in  industries  with  skill  upgrading  is  ou tmi gr a t ion . 

Local  Trades  and  Services:  Half  of  employed  Mount  Airy  residents 
and  forty  percent  of  those  in  adjacent  co  mm  unities  work  in  a  wide 
range  of  trades  and  services.   The  Area  is  virtually  at  par  with 
the  nation  in  proportions  of  workers  in  retail  trade,  construction, 
and  personal  services.   These  industries  are  likely  to  remain  rela- 
tively stable,  varying  with  population  and  changes  in  employment 
and  income  in  other  industries.   Major  trades  and  services  in  which 
Mount  Airy  is  unde r r ep r e sen t ed  include  those  concentrated  in  large 
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metropolitan  centers  serving  regional  markets:  finance,  business 
services,  public  administration,  wholesale  trade,  and  communications. 
It  is  expected  that  local  employment  in  all  these  industries  will 
increase,  but  not  at  metropolitan  levels.   Larger  proportional  gains 
are  more  likely  in  trucking,  utilities,  and  professional  (medical, 
educational,  etc.)  services. 


National  employment  trends  are  toward  stability  in  total  manu- 
facturing, declines  in  agriculture  and  mining,  and  increases  in 
services  and  trades.   These  should  be  true  for  Mount  Airy  also.  In 
1960,  40%  of  employed  Town  residents  were  in  white-collar  occupations 
while  only  20%  of  those  in  adjacent  communities  were.   Reductions  in 
demand  for  blue-collar  employees,  then,  will  fall  more  heavily  on 
residents  outside  the  Town,  but  the  adjacent  area  will  gain  white- 
collar  workers  who  move  from  Town  to  suburban  developments. 


ANALYSIS  OF  THE  ECONOMY 


1  .  In  what  economic  activities  does  Mount  Airy  specialize? 


TEXTILES. 


furniture,  mininR,  and  apparel  industries. 


The  previous  discussion  and  local  employment  data  in  Appendix  A 
do  not  provide  an  adequate  answer  to  the  question.   We  must  turn, 
rather,  to  a  normal  base  for  industrywide  comparisons,  provided  by 
national  distributions.   Table  2  uses  base  _0  for  each  national  non- 
agricultural  industry  and  compares  percent  differences  of  Mount  Airy 
and  North  Carolina  employment  from  those  of  the  nation  in  1960.  Fi- 
gures for  Mount  Airy  include  residents  of  the  Town  plus  those  of 
other  communities  within  the  Planning  Area. 

Mount  Airy,  then,  has  17037o  more  workers  in  textiles  than  the 
nation  has,  proportionally.   Although  1  67o  of  local  employment  is  in 
retail  trade,  that  proportion  is  almost  identical  with  the  national 
proportion,  so  that  retail  trade  is  not  a  specialization.   Despite 
presence  of  local  stone  products  manufacturing,  Mount  Airy  is  77% 
below  the  national  norm  for  durables  manufacturing,  since  that 
category  includes  large  national  metals  and  transportation  indus- 
tries not  present  locally. 


2.  What  is  the  growth  character  of  existing 

economic  activities  in 

Mount  Airy?   All  industries  combined  have  a 

growth  index  15%  BELOW 

total  nonagr i cu  1 1 u r a  1  growth  for  the  nation, 

Mount  Airy,  then,  has 

a  heavy  specialization  in  nongrowth  industries. 

The  first  column  of  Table  2  identifies  those  industries  which 
have  grown  faster  of  slower  than  the  nonag r i cu  1 1 ura  1  average  for  the 
nation.   This  does  not  mean  that  slow-  or  nongrowth  industries  lost 
in  employment  (only  mining,  furniture,  and  textiles  actually  decreas- 
ed from  1950-60),  but  that  they  expanded  at  slower  rates  than  the 
overall  average.   Having  industries  of  slow-growth  trends  in  Mount 
Airy,  then,  means  that  if  national  growth  over  a  decade  was  1.2  times 
that  of  the  base  year,  Mount  Alry's  ratio  would  tend  to  be  0.85 
times  1.2,  or  1.02  times  (2%,  increase)  its  base  year  in  employment. 
These  figures  are  not  arbitrary,  for  they  approximate  actual  trends. 
The  State  growth  index  of  -8%,  by  this  token,  would  tend  to  give 
the  State  a  10.4%  increase. 

3 .  How  well  have  local  firms  competed  within  their  respective  in- 
dustries?  Present  industries  have  competed  VERY  WELL;  Surry  County's 
industries  had  a  competitive  gain  of  3,461  jobs  over  like  industries 
in  the  nation  from  1950  to  1960. 


Adequate  data  are  not  available  for  Mount  Airy  Town  or  Township, 
but  since  local  firms  have  a  substantial  share  of  the  county's  em- 
ployment and  are  similar  in  character  to  those  throughout  the  county, 
Surry  County  data,  summarized  in  Table  1,  are  used  for  comparisons 
with  national  data.   Agriculture,  less  directly  pertinent  to  the 
Mount  Airy  Planning  Area,  is  excluded  from  the  analysis  and  discus- 
sed in  a  later  section. 


Table  2  --  j:CONOMIC  SPECIALIZATION  1/     IN  MOUNT  AIRY  AND  THE  STATE,   1960, 
RELATIVE  TO  THE  U.  S.,   IN  ORDER  OF  NATIONAL  GROWTH  RATES 


1950-60 
U.S.  I ndex 
of  Growth  _2/ 

0 

+  29 
+  18 
+  5 
+  4 
+  1 
+  1 

-  2 

-  8 

-  8 

-10 
-10 
-11 
-18 
-27 
-36 
-42 


I  ndus  try 


All  N onagr i cul tur e  : 

Professional  services 
Machinery  manufacturing 
Durables  mfg.  _3/ 
Public  administration 
Business  &.    repair  service 
Food  mfg. 

Nondurables  mfg.  _4/ 

Wholesale  trade 

Retail  t  rade 

Construction 

Personal  services 

Appare 1  mfg. 

Trans -commun-util . 

Furniture  &  wood  mfg. 

Textile  mfg. 

Mining 


Index  of  Specialization 
Mount  North 

Airy  Carolina 


■15  5/ 


-8  5/ 


-42 

-37 

-77 
-70 
-13 
-67 

-66 
-47 
+  1 
+  3 
-  2 
+  86 
-63 

+  295 
+  1703 

+  169 


-12 
-46 
-78 
-33 
-26 
-22 

-15 
-15 

-  4 
+  11 
+  29 
+  23 
-28 
+  227 
+  904 
-77 


1^/     Specialization  here  is  a  measure  of  the  extent  to  which  the  proportions 
of  employment  in  an  industry  for  Mount  Airy  or  the  State  exceeds  or  is 
exceeded  by  the  proportion  of  employment  in  that  industry  for  the  nation, 
(Thus  the  proportion  of  textile  workers  in  Mount  Airy  is  se ven t ee n- t imes 
that  of  the  nation.) 

_2/  All  nonagr i cu 1 tu ra 1  growth  for  the  U.  S.  was  used  as  base  0. 

3^/    Durables  include  metals,  transport  equipment,  and  s  t  one- c  lay  -  glas  s  . 

_4/  Nondurables  include  tobacco,  paper,  chemicals,  rubber,  and  plastics,, 
leather,  petroleum,  and  publishing  industries. 

_5/  Composite  index  of  growth  from  weighted  sum  of  individual  items. 
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An  explanation  of  the  analysis,  presented  in  Table  3,  follows: 

1)  Given  the  county  employment  in  industry  X  in  1950,  what 
would  1960  employment  have  been  at  the  1950-60  national  rate 
of  change  in  industry  X?   Then,  what  was  the  difference  be- 
tween this  'expected'  employment  and  the  actual  county  em- 
ployment in  1960?   This  is  the  measure  of  competition  of  each 
local  industry  within  its  national  industry.   (For  example, 
had  county  textile  employment  for  females  decreased  at  the 
national  rate,  employment  would  have  fallen  from  2,015  in 
1950  to  1,602  in  1960.   Since  actual  county  employment  grew 
to  2,825,  the  county  industry  had  a  competitive  gain  of  1,223 
jobs  for  women . ) 


2)  If  employment  in  industry  X  had  changed  at  the  national 
rate  by  sex  for  all  nonagr i cu 1 tura 1   employment,  we  have  a  dif- 
ferent 'expected'  employment  figure  for  industry  X  in  the  county, 
having  assumed  overall  average  growth  in  the  industry.   The  dif- 
ference between  this  'expected'  employment  and  the  actual  county 
figure  for  1960  is  the  net  relative  shift  of  local  employment 
in  industry  X  compared  with  all  national  growth.   (For  example, 
had  county  textile  employment  for  females  increased  at  the  na- 
tional rate  for  females  in  all  industries,  Surry  textiles  em- 
ployment would  have  increased  to  2,755  in  1960.   Since  actual 
employment  was  2,825,  the  county  had  a  net  relative  shift  of 
70  jobs  over  the  overall  national  change  for  women.) 
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the  two  series  of  comparative  change  above  be  re- 
h  e  net  relative  shift  ,  minus  the  industry  competitive 

a  measure  of  the  effect  of  the  national  growth  or 
aracter  of  industry  X  on  employment  change  in  Surry 
r  example,  textile  employment  for  women  in  Surry 

competitive  gain  of  1,223  jobs  over  the  national 
stry's  trend,  whereas  in  competition  with  national 
oyment,  Surry  textiles  had  a  net  gain  of  only  70. 
ce,  then,  is  due  to  the  trend  in  the  national  tex- 
y,  so  the  effect  of  national  textile  employment 
o  wipe  out  1,153  jobs  Surry  would  have  gained  had 
industry  been  growing  at  the  national  average  rate 
oyment  for  women.) 


4.  Have  present  economic  activities  led 

the  local  economy  in  a  direc- 

tion  of  future  growth?   NO!   In  fact,  2 

,313  of  the  competitive  iob 

gains  of  1950-60  were  wiped  out  because 

of  the  slow-growth  or  declin- 

ing  character  of  the  industries  which  Surry  County  has.   Competitive 
gains,  however,  were  sufficient  to  give  the  county  a  net  gain  of 
1,150  in  employment  over  the  national  average  rate.   Surry  County's 
employment  gains,  then,  have  been  concentrated  in  nongrowth  indus- 
tries with  poor  prospects  of  future  expansion. 
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TABLE  3  -  ANALYSIS  OF  SURRY  COUNTY  EMPLOYMENT,  1950-60 
INDUSTRY  RELATING  TO  THE  U.S. 


All  Manufacturing 

-Furniture 

-Ma  ch  ine  ry 

-Other  Durables 

-Foods 

-Text  i  les 

-Appare  1 

-Other  Nondurables 

M  ini  ng 

Construct  ion 

Transp-Commun-U t  i  1 

Corame  r  ce 

Personal  Services 

Professional  Services 

All  Others 

TOTAL  NONAGRICULTURAL 


Change  Due  to  Local 

Comp  e  t 1 1 1  on 

Ma les  Fema  les  Total 

1002  1672  2674 

-  95  -  10  -105 
272  137  409 

92  -  20  72 

130  30  160 

615  1223  1838 

-148  251  103 

136  61  197 

151  0  151 

270  0  270 

-  18  -  13  -  31 
302  190  492 

1  130  131 

-   72  -154  -226 


Change  Due  to  Industry 
G  rowth 


Ma  1 es   Fema les 


1636   1825 


3461 


-  847 

-  318 

9 

14 

4 

-  512 

-  48 

4 

-  84 

-  54 

-  68 

-  104 

-  77 
106 

- 10 

-1158 


-1206 
6 
1 
0 
1 
-1153 
-  40 
7 
0 
0 

-  12 

-  23 

-  74 
136 

24 

-1155 


Total 
-2053 

-  324 

10 

14 

3 

-1665 

-  88 

3 

-  84 

-  54 

-  80 

-  127 

-  151 
242 

j2 6 

-2313 


NET  GAIN  RELATIVE  TO  THE  U.  S. 

-Males  478 

-Females  6  70 

-Total  1,148 


Source:  Computations  From  U.  S.  Census  Dat; 
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Successful  competition  of  local  industries  are  important  as 
changes  of  short-run  Rain.   Table  3  shows  that  the  county  had  gains 
of  1,636  jobs  for  men  and  1,825  for  women  from  1950  to  1960.   The 
nongrowth  character  of  the  industries  represented  in  Mount  Airy 
and  Surry  County,  however,  indicate  relative  1 ong-run  loss.   Thus, 
the  competitive  gains  were  reduced  by  1,158  jobs  for  men  and  1,155 
for  women  relative  to  overall  national  growth.   Surry  County,  then, 
had  net  gains  over  national  growth  of  478  jobs  for  men  and  670  for 
women. 

Figure  1  shows  the  directions  of  county  growth,  1950-60.   The 
line  between  economic  growth  and  decline  is  graphically  a  diagonal 
from  upper  left  to  lower  right.   During  the  past  decade  Surry  County 
came  out  ahead,  but,  as  its  proximity  to  the  diagonal  indicates,  by 
a  sma 1 1  marg  in. 

What  are  consequences  of  the  directions  of  growth  shown  in  Fig- 
ure  1,  and  what  are  desirable  future  directions  of  growth? 

A.  The  direction  of  maximum  growth  is  that  of  long-run  growth 

industries  with   local  short-run  competitive  gain .   Only 
6.6%  of  1960  county  employment  was  in  this  direction.  Con- 
tinued local  gains  in  machinery,  foods,  and  other  durables 
would  strengthen  this  direction. 

B .  Long-run  growth  may  occur  if  competitive  losses  are  less 

than  industry  growth  gains .   Professional  services  (9.2%  of 
employment)  in  the  county  had  competitive  losses  which  near- 
ly balanced  industry  gains.   A  possible  new  college  and 
increased  medical  services  may  bolster  local  long-run  growth, 

C .  Continued  competitive  gains  in  industries  of  low  nongrowth 

rates  may  lengthen  short-run  gains  into  the  future,  and  such 
industries  may  cross  into  the  long-run  growth  direction. 
Local  nondurables,  construction,  and  commercial  service  in- 
dustries are  substantial  contributors  to  growth;  and  in- 
creases in  finance,  business  services,  and  plastics,  would 
be  particularly  significant  directions  for  long-run  economic 
growth  in  Mount  Airy. 

D .  Stress  on  QUALITY  of  competition  in  industries  in  which  long- 

run  losses  balance  short-run  gains  will  prevent  long-run 
loss  industries  from  pulling  the  entire  economy  down  into 
long-run  decline.   A  major  proportion  of  the  local  economy 
is  in  this  precarious  direction:  textiles,  mining,  apparel, 
and  personal  services.   Merely  attracting  more  industries 
with  more  employment  is  very  likely  to  result  in  economic 
decline.   Every  attempt  should  be  made  to  improve  efficiency 
and  stability  in  existing  industries,  even  at  the  cost  of 
short-run  employment  losses.   Note:  74.7%,  of  county  workers 
are  in  categories  C  and  D. 
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Figure  1  —  DIRECTIONS  OF  SURRY  COUNTY  INDUSTRY  TRENDS,  1950-60 

Short-run  Changes  Due  to  Local  Competition  and 
Long-run  Changes  Due  to  National  Industry  Growth 


^4^ 


^^ 


J  Both  Short-run  and  Long-run  Growth 
Short-run  Loss  but  Long-run  Growth 
Short-run  Growth  but  Long-run   Loss 

I  •■••■^'' ■•■'■■■■•'   Direction  of  Net  Decline 


E  .  Declining  industries  with  competitive  loss  or  minor  gain 
should  be  shored  up  through  qualitative  Improvements,  as 
in  D  above,  but  quantitative  expansion  would  be  likely  to 
produce  future  economic  decline.   Thus,  the  local  furniture 
industry  needs  more  modern  facilities,  with  stress  on  pro- 
ductive efficiency.   Despite  the  summed  declining  trend  of 
transportation,  trucking  is  growing,  and  local  attempts 
should  be  made  to  expand  this  industry.   Quality  of  service 
should  be  stressed  in  utilities  and  communications,  both  of 
which  are  using  more  engineers  (professional  services)  and 
fewer  unskilled  workers.   Nearly  10%  of  Surry  workers  are 
in  this  category  of  decline. 

Surry  County  and  Mount  Airy,  therefore,  are  at  the  threshold  of 
movement  into  either  long-run  growth  or  decline.   Increasing  commit- 
ments to  declining  industries  which  employ  more  and  more  unskilled 
workers  without  heavy  stress  on  efficiency  is  the  quickest  direction 
to  economic  decline.   Every  encouragement  should  be  given  to  expan- 
sion of  industries  in  categories  A,  B^,  and  C^. 
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5 .  What  are  the  probable  consequences  of  present  trends  projected 
into  the  future?  When  Surry  County's  employment  for  1960  is  project- 
ed in  Table  5  by  industry,  by  sex,  total  employment  for  1970  is 
virtually  Identical  with  that  for  1960.   Therefore,  emp  1  o yment  re- 
ductions in  long-run  nongrowth  industries,  primarily  agriculture 
and  textiles,  may  be  expected  to  almost  balance  gains  in  growth  in- 
dustries, such  as  commercial  and  professional  services. 
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Table  4 


SALIENT  AGRICULTURAL  DATA  FOR  SURRY  COUNTY,  1945-59 


1945 


1950 


1954 


1959 


Number  of  farms 

%  real  change  in  farms 

%  change  for  the  State 

Ave.  size  of  farms  (A.) 
Ave.  size  for  the  State 

%  operators  work  off  farm  100  da, 

%  off  farm  100  da.  for  the  State 

%  farms  most  income  not  agri. 

%  most  income  not  agri.  for  N.C. 


3,711  4 , 306 

+16.0% 
+       0.4% 


66  .  4 
64  .  8 

5.  1% 
13.3% 


61 

67 


15.0% 
20.8% 
17.1% 
26.9% 


4,297 
-0.2% 
-7.2% 

61.4 
68  .  2 

16.8% 
25.1% 
17.7% 
26.7% 


3  ,397 

-13.6% 

-22.6% 

71.2 
83.4 

19.5% 
26.6% 
26.6% 
33.8% 


AGRICULTURAL  PRODUCTS  SOLD: 

Average  per  farm 

Average  per  farm  for  the  State 

All  products  sold  ($000) 

—  Vege  tab les 

—  F  rui  t s ,  nut  s 
--Forest  &  horticulture 
--Field  crops  (tobacco...) 
— Poultry  products 

— Dairy  products 

— Other  livestock  products 


$1 

,821 

$1 

,  890 

$2 

,663  , 

$3  , 

,816 

1 

,701 

1 

,929 

2 

,737 

4  , 

,  184 

$6 

,757 

$8 

.139 

$11 

,  463 

$13 

,  138 

14 

12 

10 

4 

152 

26 

201 

80 

53 

124 

213 

197 

5 

,645 

7 

,  048 

9 

,731 

9 

,351 

497 

399 

642 

2 

,263 

256 

244 

347 

588 

139 

286 

319 

655 

PERCENT  OF  PRODUCTS  SOLD: 

'-Vegetables 

--F  ruits,  nuts 

—  Forest  St  horticulture 

— Field  crops 

--Poultry  products 

-"Dairy  products 

— Other  livestock  products 


0  , 

.2% 

0  , 

.  1% 

0  , 

.  1% 

- 

2, 

,3 

0  , 

.  3 

1. 

.8 

0.6 

0  , 

,  8 

1  , 

.  5 

1  , 

,  9 

1  .5 

83  , 

,  5 

86  , 

,  7 

84  , 

,  8 

7  1  .-2 

7  , 

.  4 

4  , 

.  9 

5  - 

.  6 

17  .  2 

3 

.  8 

3  , 

.  0 

3  . 

.  0 

4  .5 

?, 

.  0 

3  , 

.  5 

2  , 

,  8 

5.  0 

VALUE  OF  FARM  PROPERTY: 

Per  farm  (land  &.    buildings) 

Per  farm  for  the  State 


$3,369 
3  ,  490 


;5  ,  706 
6  ,  490 


57,359 
8  ,  059 


11  ,  349 
14,685 


Per  acre  of  farms 

Per  acre  for  the  State 


51 
54 


95 

99 


126 
128 


164 
193 


Source: 


U.  S.  Censuses  of  Agriculture. 
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In  view  of  local  Industries'  competitive  gains  in  the  past,  is 
it  reasonable  to  assume  that  future  growth  will  be  determined  by  long- 
run  industry  growth  rates?   In  the  absence  of  concrete  evidence  that 
local  firms  will  develop  in  another  direction,  this  assumption  appears 
to  be  the  most  reasonable  one. 
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An  independent  projection  of  future  employment  was  made  through 
use  of  the  population  projection,  presented  later  in  this  report. 
Surry  County  data  on  ages  of  persons  in  the  labor  force  were  avail- 
able for  1960  only.   State  and  national  data  for  three  decades  were 
checked  for  consistency  of  trends  in  labor  force  participation  by 
age  and  compared  with  Surry  County  data.   With  only  minor  changes, 
slight  reductions  in  proportions  of  the  elderly,  teenage  males,  and 
middle-aged  females,  the  rates  were  applied  to  future  projections 
and  a  low  47o  assumed  unemployment  subtracted.   The  results  are  pre- 
sented in  Figure  2,  and  the  totals  by  sex  are  shown  at  the  bottom 
of  Table  5.   A  comparison  of  totals  with  employment  projections  on 
Table  5  shows  the  two  independent  projections  to  be  virtually  iden- 
tical for  1970.   Clearly,  a  very  considerable  change  in  both  in- 
dustry and  population  trends  would  be  required  to  alter  Surry 
County's  economic  direction. 

6 .  How  can  future  growth  be  promoted  if  not  through  competitive  gains 
of  existing  industries?  By  very  selectively  seeking  out  long-run 
growth  industries;  by  seeking  support  industries  for  the  nearby  met- 
ropolitan market;  by  seeking  branch  plants  of  ma rke t -or  lent ed  in- 
dustries; by  encouraging  local  development  of  a  wider  range  of  trades 
and  services;  by  planning  for  a  qualitatively  better  community,  pro- 
motion of  growth  here  coming  from  attraction  of  high-quality  industry. 
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Table  5  --  SURRY  COUNTY  EMPLOYMENT  PROJECTION  TO  1970  AT  U .  S.  RATES,  BY  SEX 


I  ndust  '"y 

Agriculture 

Manuf ac  tur i  ng ; 

Furniture,  lumber 

Machinery 

Other  durables 

Food 

Textile 

Appa  r  e  1 

Other  du rabies 

Mining 

Construction 

Transp . -Commun . -Uti 1  . 

C  omme  roe 

Wholesale  trade 
Retai 1  trade 
Finance,  insurance, 
Bus.   &  repair  serv, 

Professions  &  Govt. 
Personal  services 
All  other 


L960 

1970 

CHANGE 

Male 

Female 

M 

ale 

Female 

Male 

Fema le 

3  ,  312 

775 

2 

,906 

546 

-406 

-229 

3,652 

3  ,  650 

3 

,452 

3 

,  259 

-200 

-391 

918 

65 

808 

68 

-110 

+   3 

320 

142 

451 

224 

+  131 

+  82 

252 

15 

320 

20 

+  68 

+  5 

217 

43 

262 

57 

+  45 

14 

1,616 

2  ,  825 

1 

,  235 

2 

,  246 

-381 

-579 

72 

457 

68 

523 

-4 

+  66 

257 

103 

308 

121 

+  51 

+  18 

281 

6 

204 

6 

-77 

0 

1  ,  127 

11 

1 

224 

18 

+  97 

+  7 

398 

61 

391 

67 

-7 

+  6 

2  ,276 

892 

2 

454 

Xj 

176 

+  178 

+  284 

256 

31 

285 

37 

+  29 

+  6 

1  ,624 

696 

1 

705 

864 

+  81 

+  168 

143 

137 

184 

216 

+  41 

+  79 

253 

28 

280 

59 

+  27 

+  31 

627 

780 

854 

1 

239 

+  227 

+  459 

324 

688 

302 

831 

-22 

+  143 

261 

180 

500 

300 

+  239 

+  120 

Total  Employment 
Projected  in  Figure  2 


12 , 258    7  ,  043 
12 , 258    7 , 043 


12,287   7,442 
12,348    7,320 


+29      +399 
+90      +277 


U.  S.  Rates  from  1960  U.  S.  Censuses 
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Figure    2     --    SURRY    COUNTY     LABOR    FORCE,     1960-1980,     BY     AGE    AND    SEX 


AGE     GROUPS 
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18-24 


25-34 


5  ,  000 


3  .000 


1,8  9  3J 
2,0  4 
1,8  9  4 


MALES 
1  ,  000 


FEMALES 
0  1  ,  000 


3,000 


a;?BJ^8K«l«ZJfia«'^S^?N?!5«SM«^fiKeS«ftt5 


2,8  47  C 


1  1,326 
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1,358 
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;:W«Kt2MSfi5iia*S«®^HBfKiRfi»5  ^fi^SSPi^i^^S^'rSA'^ 
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4,38 
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6  39 
66  2  fti 
718 


12.,lll 
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2,545 


^i^imrnm 


1J7I 
30 
304 


I960 


53531970 
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At  the  r. ational  level,  manufacturing  has  leveled  off  from  its 
earlier  growth  in  employment  and  number  of  firms.   Technological 
advances  and  automation  are  providing  higher  productivity  while  re- 
quiring relatively  fewer  workers.   Therefore,  fewer  growth  firms 
are  interested  in  relocating  for  competitive  advantages.   Promotion 
of  growth  in  Mount  Airy,  however,  involves  seeking  industries  of 
long-run  growth. 

WHAT  NEW  DIRECTIONS  OF  GROWTH  FOR  MOUNT  AIRY  ARE  FEASIBLE? 

1)  Support  industries  for  the  nearby  metropolitan  market.  The 

presence  of  metropolitan  Winston-Salem,  only  thirty-seven 
miles  away,  and  Greensboro-High  Point,  a  few  miles  farther, 
offer  an  industrial  and  commercial  concentration  and  half 
a  million  people  as  a  potential  market  for  operations  which 
require  easy  access  to,  but  need  not  be  located  in,  the 
cities.   Subcontractors  making  components  for  industries; 
trucking,  warehousing,  and  wholesale  activities;  and  specia- 
lized machinery  and  instruments  production — all  dependent 
on  growth  of  large  metropolitan  industries  —  are  possibili- 
ties which  should  be  encouraged. 

2)  Branch  plants  to  serve  the  metropolitan  market.   Many  indus- 

tries in  other  parts  of  the  nation  are  only  recently  be- 
coming aware  of  the  tremendous  market  potential  of  the 
Piedmont  region.   As  many  of  these  firms  expand,  they  es- 
tablish branch  plants  with  proximity  to  desirable  market 
areas.   Because  of  high  land  and  facility  costs  in  or  very 
near  cities,  many  are  interested  in  sites  convenient  to, 
but  some  distance  from  these  cities.   Market-centered  in- 
dustries may  provide  considerable  growth  impetus  to  an 
area's  e  conomy . 


3  )  Plants  to  use  local  resources  and  labor .   These  are  the  in- 

areas  seek.   If  such  firms 
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A )  Local  trades  and  services  can  be  expanded  in  satisfying  in- 
creasing demands  for  machine  shops,  automobile  and  appliance 
repair  shops,  and  business  services.   These  small  growth 
activities  can  effectively  enlarge  Mount  Airy's  trading  area 
and  increase  income  and  business  throughout  the  Town's  econo- 
my.  More  general  education  and  basic  mechanical  and  clerical 
skills  in  the  community  enhance  the  likelihood  of  increasing 
local  trades  and  services,  increasing  productivity  and  in- 
come of  local  industries,  and  attracting  new  firms. 


The  picture  of  relative  stability  of  the  local  economy  presented 
earlier,  then,  is  no  definite  verdict.   Decisions  made  by  local  indi- 
viduals and  groups  will  determine  Mount  Airy's  future.   It  is  up  to 
t  hem. 


STYLE  OF  LIFE  IN  MOUNT  AIRY--THE  CHALLENGE 

1.  In  1959,  Mount  Airy  families  had  a  high  average  income  of  $5,871, 

and  per  capita  income  was  a  high  $1,773. 

2.  A  ratio  of  Town  retail  sales  to  Townshi  p  income  was  a  high  73.0%, 

indicating  a  large  volume  of  business  from  the  Town's  trading  Area. 

3.  A  State  Community  College  has  been  proposed  for  Mount  Airy. 

4.  In  1960,  only  20.1%  of  the  Town's  housing  units  were  classified  as 

'substandard, '  and  the  value  of  owne r -occupi ed  housing  was  $9,700, 
median,  identical  with  State  urban  value. 
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wn  families,  26.77o  earned  less  than  $3,000  in  1959, 
milies'  total  income  was  only  8.0%  of  all  income.  On 
nd,  the  16.0%  of  families  earning  $8,000  and  over 

of  all  income.    Income  levels  in  adjacent  communities 
wer  and  with  relatively  little  variation. 

y  income  in  Mount  Airy  was  $4,504,  well  below  the  average, 
t  Airy  has  lost  a  large  share  of  county  business  to 
e  Town.   The  Central  Business  District  has  been  rating 
mpetitive  performance  relative  to  other  places. 
ational  levels  of  local  adults  are  falling  further 

of  State  urban  adults. 

adult  in  five,  locally,  is  functionally  illiterate, 
eted  no  more  than  four  years  of  schooling. 

ty  teenagers  drop  out  of  school  at  age  16  at  rates  higher 
or  the  State  or  the  nation, 
tandard  housing  is  48.1%  of  all  housing  in  the  Planning 

the  Town  of  Mount  Airy. 


WHAT  HAPPENED?  1.  The  Town's  stratified  income  distributions  produce  high 
averages,  but  the  'average  man'  is  far  from  the  'average'  income. 
The  gulf  between  owners  and  working  classes  is  anachronistic  but  real, 
and  growth  of  a  middle  group  with  high-incomes  is  needed  to  promote 
community  growth  and  participation  in  overall  high  living  standards. 

2.  Past  success  developed  attitudes  of  complacency,  disinterest 
in  strategy,  and  unconcern  about  outmoded  stores  and  need  for  change. 

3.  The  unskilled  and  unlettered  have  more  staying  power  when 
opportunities  are  not  expanding,  while  the  educated  outmigrate  more. 

4.  Land  and  housing  have  been  cheaper  out  of  Town  and  less- 
substantial  houses  have  been  built,  many  lacking  water  and  sewerage. 

WHAT  ARE  THE  PROSPECTS?  1.  Uncertain,  since  shared  participation  in  a 

community  of  mutual  interests  is  a  sum  of  individual  decisions,  and 
a  majority  of  upper-middle  income  families  may  be  unlikely. 

2.  Uncertain.   CBD  firms  may  organize  for  survival  yet. 

3.  A  new  college,  plus  more  outmigration  of  displaced  workers, 
and  lower  school  drop-out  rates,  should  push  education  levels  up. 

4.  Better  provision  of  facilities  and  enforced  housing  and 
zoning  codes  for  the  whole  Planning  Area,  can  raise  housing  levels. 
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INCOME,  BUSINESS,  AND  STYLE  OF  LIFE  IN  MOUNT  AIRY 

An  assessment  of  the  qua  1 1 t  y  of  life  in  Mount  Airy  is  needed 
by  its  citizens  in  planning  for  a  better  place  in  which  to  live. 
Basic  measures  of  income,  business,  education,  and  housing  will 
be  employed  for  comparisons  of  Mount  Airy  with  adjacent  communities 
in  its  township  and  pertinent  other  areas.   Trends  will  be  eval- 
uated to  point  up  consequences  for  the  future  of  Mount  Airy. 


I nc  ome : 

Figure  3  shows  summary  measures  for  1959  income  of  residents 
of  Mount  Airy,  its  adjacent  communities,  urban  North  Carolina,  and 
urban  United  States.   Three  statistical  measures  are  used: 

—  Mean  (average)familv  income  ,  the  sum.  of  incomes 
of  families  from  all  sources,  divided  by  the  num- 
ber of  families. 

— Median  Family  income ,  the  point  at  which  half  the 
families  had  more,  and  half  less,  income. 
— Per  capita  income ,  the  sum  of  incomes  of  all 
families  and  all  persons  not  in  families,  divided 
by  the  total  population. 

The  story  behind  data  from  Appendix  B,  used  in  Figure  3, 
requires  explanation.   Mount  Airy's  mean  family  income  of  $5,871  is 
much  greater  than  its  median  family  income  of  $4,504.   This  indicates 
that  a  number  of  families  had  high  incomes  sufficient  to  raise  the 
mean  for  the  whole  Town  considerably  and  that  the  family  income 
distribution  must  be  very  uneven.   The  high  $1,773  per  capita  figure 
is  boosted  by  two  effects:   the  large  number  of  single  employed 
persons  living  in  Mount  Airy,  and  the  Town's  relatively  small  pro- 
portion of  children  and  other  dependents  without  income. 

The  adjacent  communities,  m.  ost  of  whose  population  is  within 
the  Mount  Airy  Planning  Area  outside  Town,  provide  a  great  contrast 
to  Mount  Airy  in  their  income  patterns.   Not  only  are  income  levels 
much  lower  than  those  of  Town  residents,  but  closeness  of  mean  and 
median  figures  shows  that  there  is  little  variation  in  incomes  of 
resident  families.   Families  are  much  larger,  and  there  are  more 
non-working  dependents  than  in  Town,  resulting  in  per  capita  income 
about  one-third  below  that  of  Mount  Airy.   Overall  State  and  U.  S. 
urban  families  are  concentrated  at  somewhat  higher  income  levels 
but  with  less  effect  on  mean  and  per  capita  income  from  extreme  low 
and  high  incomes  than  in  Mount  Airy. 

Figure  4  gives  the  proportion  of  families  in  each  of  three 
groups:   low-income,  under  $3,000;  mi dd 1 e -i nc om e ,  $3,000  -  $7,999; 
and  high-income,  $8,0  00  and  over.    In  addition,  it  shows  the  pro- 
portion of  total  income  which  each  income-group  earned  in  1959.    In 
Mount  Airy,  26.7%  of  all  families  were  classed  as  low-income,  but 
their  share  of  the  Town's  income  was  only  8.0%;  by  contrast,  16.0% 
of  Town  families  were  in  the  high  income  bracket,  and  they  earned 
43.1%  of  the  total  incomes  of  all  families. 
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Figure  4-  PERCENT  OF  FAMILIES  AND  SHARES  OF  TOTAL  INCOME  BY  INCOME  GROUP, 
1959,  FOR  MOUNT   AIRY,   ITS  ADJACENT  AREA,  AND,  URBAN  N.C.  L    U.S. 
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High  levels  of  income,  then,  are  significant  in  community  plan- 
ning, economic  growth   and  improved  style  of  life,  to  the  extent  that 
the  whole  community  gains  by  its  investment  or  expenditure  in  upgrading 
and  expanding  private  and  public  assets  and  in  improving  standards  of 
living  for  the  whole  population.   Therefore,  the  LARGER  the  proportion 
of  people  with  high  incomes  and  the  SMALLER  their  relative  share  of  all 
income,  the  more  likely  the  community  is  to  grow,  expand  its  economy, 
and  raise  its  style  of  life  ever-higher 

In  this  light.  Mount  Airy  compares  favorably  with  the  State  total, 
Surry  County,  and  its  adjacent  communities,  in  having  higher  proportions 
of  high-income  families  and  lower  proportions  of  low-income  families, 
and  in  having  a  lower  ratio  of  percent  of  total  income  to  percent  of 
families  in  the  high-income  category.   However,   the  U.  S,  and  State 
urban  populations  have  sounder  proportions  of  families  and  total  in- 
come in  the  high-income  bracket.   When  the  adjacent  communities  are 
added  to  Mount  Airy,  the  income  distributions  are  seen  as  much  less 
favorable  for  local  growth  and  reinvestment  in  terms  of  raising  the 
income  structure  and  style  of  life. 
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Business  Trends  in  Mount  Airy- 

Comtiercial  trades  and  services  have  beer,  concentrated  in  Mount 
Airy  s  Central  Business  District  since  the  founding  of  the  Town. 
New  business,  however   is  following  the  trend  to  location  in  shopping 
centers  at  the  edges  of  outlying  new  reside-^tial  areas  and  along 
■najor  highwavs    Long  successful  firms  in  Downtown  Mount  Airy  may 
have  becoiTie  actustomed  to  serving  a  'captive   market  of  thousands 
of  residents  ot  nearb'.  corpmur.ities  and  rural  areas   who  worked  in 
Town  and  purchased  goods  there  as  a  matter  of  convenience.   These 
thousands  of  people   however   are  no  longer  isolated  from  rival 
trading  centers   for  many  businesses  are  locating  along  highways 
and  in  shopping  center  type  clusters     Improved  roads  and  means  of 
transportation  offer  alternatives  m  more  distant  cities   relatively 
inaccessible  until  recent  vears   b  v.  t  now  only  half  an  hour  away, 
A  prominent  Mount  Air',  citizen  said  several  months  ago  that  Downtown 
Mount  Airy  is  declining  because   "The  capital  plants  are  outmoded, 
the  la,  outs  are  outmoded   the  sales  techniq>-es  are  outmoded,  stores 
are  small  and  without  a  v a r . e t v  o"  selection,  compared  with  those 
m  Winston  Salem   merchants  are  satisfied  with  srrall   steady  sales 
increases   although  Downtown  gains  have  been  much  smaller  than  those 
outside  Tow"  ard  i'  r..val  'lows   local  merchants  are  unconcerned  with 
community  problems  not  directlv  affecting  them   but  which  may  have 
long-range  significance   such  as  comprehensive  community  planning." 

In  the  final  analysis   it  is  up  to  local  businessmen  to  act  in 
their  own  i,rterests     It  is  thev  who  .most  prove  that  the  Central 
Business  District  shou  Id  survive   that  it  has  so.rfe'^hing  to  offer  in 
a  varie'^'   of  Quality  goods  ai"d  services   nodern  facilities,  and 
well -developed  ofistreet  parking.    If  Downtown  businessmen  are  willing 
to  invest  1  r-  their  own  futures   to  the  benefit  of  the  whole  Town,  they 
should  have  no  difficult,  fro'^  otner  people  in  carrying  them  out.  just 
so  long  as  :■,  t  is  tacitly  recognized  that  the  pri.mary  responsibility 
is  their  ow  a"d  not  some  Federal   State   or  local   Big  Brothers. 

What  is  the  relevance  o:  tne  previous  sec*;  ion  on  income  for 
business  trerds?   Ir  1958   Town  retail  sales  totaled  $21  108  000, 
while  total  income  of  all  Mount  Airy  residents  in  1959  was  only 
$12  509  0001   That  amounted  to  168  7%  of  all  income    Obviously 
a  large  proportion  of  sales  came  from  consumers  in  the  Retail  Trading 
Area  fr  m  outside  Town  (see  map'     A  comparison  of  local  retail  sales 
wi'l   to  al  i.ncome  from  the  more  than  twenty  thousand  residents  of 
Mount  Airy  Township  results  in  a  proportion  of  73.0%  of  Township 
income    Were  data,  available  or  additional  retail  sales  elsewhere  in 
Mount  Airy  s  Trading  Area   it  •.  ould  almost  certainlv  be  demonstrated 
that  most  retail  trade  »rom  t^e  Area  is  in  Mount  Airy 

How  does  the  lo.ai  re^^ail  sales  to  Township  irconie  ra  +  io  compare 
with  similar  radios  lor  other  areas?   S.jrpris,nglN.   retail  sales  for 
all  of  Surry  County  in  1958  were  82%  of  all  county  income  in  1959. 


22 


^my^ 


BLUE  RIDGE^ 
■  PARKWAY 


VA. 
N.C. 


89  ,    ^^m 


03 


MT.AIRY 


I 


f 


Westfiel^ 


m 


89 


^ 


DOBSOM 


m^  ^60^ 


fPilot  Mt. 


"'^: 


268 


r 


67 


Yadkinville 


WINSTON- 
SALEM 


MT.    AIRY      RETAIL     TRADING     AREA 


SCALE     IN     MILES 


Figure  5  --  MOUNT  AIRY  PERCENT  SHARE  OF  BUSINESS,   1929  -  1958, 
COMPARED  WITH  ELKIN  AND  THE  REST  OF  SURRY  COUNTY 
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Table  6    -  CHANGE  IN  MOUNT  AIRY '3  SHARE  OF  SURRY  COUNTY  RETAIL  TRADE 

1954-1958,  BY  KIND  OF  BUSINESS 
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Figure   6  -  MEDIAN  EDUCATIONAI   ATTAINMt.Nl  OF  ADULTS  AGES  25  AND  OVER, 
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Figure  7  —  PERCENT  OF  ADULTS  BY  EDUCATIONAL  ATTAINMENT,  1960 
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Educational  experts  have  sometimes  spoken  of  adults  lacking 
a  sixth "grade  education  as  'functional  illiterates,'    If  we  drop 
our  own  standard  a  full  grade,  then  in  Mount  Airy  there  were  13.7% 
of  all  adults  who  lacked  a  f i f  th-grade  education,  and  in  the  Town's 
adjacent  communities  the  proportion  was  19,7%  in  I960,,   The  style 
of  life  which  is  accessible  to  most  of  these  citizens  is  so  limited 
as  to  constitute  a  comnunity  liability    On  the  other  hand,  17.2% 
of  Town  adults,  but  only  4  3%  of  adults  in  adjacent  communities, 
had  completed  one  or  more  years  of  college  (see  Figure  7.) 

What  about  current  schoolages?   How  well  are  teenagers  able 
to  stay  in  school  and  continue  their  formal  education  in  college? 
Data  from  the  1960  census  show  that  Surry  County  youth  under  age 
16  are  in  school  at  about  the  national  average,  but  that  those 
ages  16  and  17  have  a  somewhat  lower  attendance  rate  than  that  for 
the  State  and  conside.rably  lower  than  that  for  the  nation.   A  survey 
of  1959  high  school  graduates  the  following  year  revealed  that  46% 
of  Mount  Airy  High  School  graduates  were  enrolled  in  college.   High 
schools  in  the  Surry  County  school  system   on  the  other  hand,  had 
only  23%  of  their  graduates  in  college.   Graduates  of  J.  J   Jones 
High  School  for  Negroes  the  following  year  had  28%  attendance  in 
college.   The  number  attending  college  would  certainly  be  greater 
if  a  college  with  low  tuition  were  at  hand. 

It  has  been  recommended  that  one  of  the  newly -announced  community 
colleges  of  the  State  be  located  in  Mount  Airy.   The  computed  1966 
potential  enrollment  of  such  a  college  would  be  409.    If  it  is  at 
all  possible  for  Mount  Airy  to  get  such  a  college,   it  would  appear 
to  be  a  wise  move.   The  community  investment  would  be  more  than 
repaid  in  the  infusion  of  a  substantial  number  of  well-educated 
people  into  the  community.   Higher  proportions  of  local  youths  could 
obtain  an  education  which  would  weigh  heavily  in  the  inventory  of 
community  assets.   Don't  forget  that  professional  services  (e.g. . 
college  instructors)  head  the  national  list  of  growth  industries. 
The  greatest  advantage  in  having  the  college  might  be  in  its 
providing  a  focal  organizing  point  for  cultural  and  intellectual 
stimulation  to  the  life  of  the  Town,,  a  big  boost  to  local  style  of  life, 


Housi  ng : 

Since  housing  has  been  discussed  in  greater  detail  in  other 
planning  reports,  and  since  the  forward-looking  citizens  of  Mount 
Airy  have  moved  ahead  on  a  public  housing  project  (see  Table  8), 
little  mention  need  be  made  here.   The  basic  data  used  are  presented 
in  Table  7.,  Figure  8,  and  Appendix  C,    The  Town  of  Mount  Airy  is 
precisely  at  equality  with  State  urban  housing  in  two  measures  — 
percent  of  all  housing  units  substandard  and  value  of  owner-occupied 
dwellings,  20.1%  and  $9,700,  respectively. 
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Figure  8  ■- -  PERCENT  OF  SUBSTANDARD  HOUSING  UNITS  IN  THE  MOUNT  AIRY  PLANNING 

AREA  AND  SURRY  COUNTY    1960 


0             2  0            4  0            6  0 

Mount  Airy  Planning  Area 

Town  of  Mount  Airy 

Bannertown 

Flat  Rock 

Toast 

Rest  of  Planning  Area 
Surry  Outside  Planning  Area 
El  kin  Town 

^^^■35 

20 

■^31 

^^^^■H  "" 

1  21 

^■M  A  Ci 

Pilot  Mountain  Town 
Total  Surry  County 

20 


40 


60 


Source:    Appendix  C 


Table  7  --  MEDIAN  VALUE  OF  OWNER -OCCU P I  ED  DWELLINGS  IN  SURRY  COUNTY  AND  THE 

STATE,   1960 


Morth  Caroli  na 

Urban  North  Carolina 


;  8  .  0  0  0 
9.700 


Surry  Count  y 
. . .Town  of  Mount  Airy 
•.  .  .  Banne  r  t  own 
...Flat  Rock 
.  .  .Toast 

'...Pilot  Mountain 
.  .  .  Elkin 


7  ,800 
9  ,  700 
5  ,  600 

( under  5,000) 
5,600 

8  ,200 
11  ,000 


(mean  value--$ 7 , 000 ) 
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Table  8 


HOUSING  DATA  ON  THE  EAST-WEST  DEVELOPMENT  AREA,  MOUNT  AIRY 


Size  of  Area 


40  A. 


Number  of  residential  structures: 
.,,„. Number  of  substandard  structures 
....oPercent  of  substandard  structures 


103 

87 
!4.  5% 


Number  of  dwelling  units 

.....Number  of  families  (2  or  more  persons) 

.....Number  of  single- member  households 


108 

102 

6 


Number  of  white  ho^iseholds 
.Number  of  white  residents 
.Number  of  ponwhite  households 
.Number  of  nonwhlte  residents 
.Total  number  of  residents 


49 
191 

59 
240 
431 


Re-use  anticipated: 

.,..,7  5%  residential 

.....25%  commercial  and  industrial 


Source:  Data  made  available  in  March  by  Mr   Ledford  L.  Austin, 

Executive  Director,  Redevelopment  Commission  of  Mnunt  Airy. 


Of  the  measures  of  style  of  life  used  in  this  section,  the  two 
which  are  most  closel\'  correlated  are  income  and  housing   people 
with  high  incomes  are  most  likely  to  live  in  good,  sound  houses, 
and  people  living  in  substandard  housing  units  are  most  likely  to 
have  low  incomes.   Census  data  on  housing,   then,  lead  to  the  statement 
of  probability  that  Mount  Airy  residents,  having  the  lowest  proportion 
of  substandard  housing  units,  probably  have  the  Planning  Area's  highest 
incomes,,  (The  Study  Area  North  of  Town  has  good  housing  and  high  income, 
but  is  included  with  a  peripheral  area  of  opposite  character;   therefore 
it  is  not  mentioned  separately.,)   Ranked  in  order  of  good  housing,  the 
other  adjacent  communities  are  Bannertown,  Toast,  and  Flat  Rock.   This 
ranking  is  consistent  with  the  order  of  the  communities  on  va!|-ue  of 
owner-occupied  dwellings  also. 

It  IS  encouraging  that  Mount  Airy  is  taking  steps  to  reduce  its 
inventory  of  substandard  housing  as  a  deterrent  to  blight  and  as  a 
direct  con\/ersion  of  a  liability  into  a  community  asset,   A  special 
housing  consideration  for  the  future  will  be  special  provision  of 
facilities  for  the  aged.   The  concluding  section  of  this  report  deals 
with  the  projected  steady  and  rapid  increase  in  the  numbers  of  elderly 
in  Mount  Airy.   Anticipating  this  trend,   the  Town  will  need  more 
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geriatrics  medical  facilities,  community  centers  for  crafts  and 
other  recreational  activities,  and  the  like  for  the  future. 


The  Mount  Airy  Negro  Population. 
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POPULATION  TRENDS--THE  CHALLENGE 


The  population  of  Surry  increased  by  5  .  77o ,  and  the  Mount  Airy  Planning 
Area  increased  by  8.0%,  from  1950  to  1960. 

HOWEVER:  County  population  under  age  40  decreased  by  3.5%,  while  the 

population  gain  came  from  those  40  and  over,  who  increased  by  30.9%. 
--The  Town  of  Mount  Airy  lost  1.9%  total  and  11.9%  of  population 
under  age  40,  while  those  40  and  over  increased  by  21.5%. 
--Outside  the  Town,  the  Planning  Area  increased  by  16.8%  overall, 
under  age  40  by  8.0%,  and  those  40  and  over  by  42.4%. 

WHAT  HAPPENED?   Net  outmigration  of  5,584  persons  from  Surry  County,  or 
a  net  loss  of  over  10%  of  the  expected  population  in  1960. 
— Net  outmigration  from  Mount  Airy  was  1,317,  16%   of  expected 
population  in  1960.   Young  adults  comprised  half  the  outmigrants 
from  both  county  and  Town,  and  the  Town  also  lost  many  young 
families  to  its  suburban  ring. 

— The  elderly  increased  significantly   by   not  moving  and  by  living 
longer . 

—  Why  did  they  leave?   Declining  economic  opportunities. 

WHAT  ARE  THE  PROSPECTS?   Very  small  gains  in  young  adults  and  children, 
considerable  decrease  in  middle-aged  adults;  and  continued  high 
increases  in  the  elderly. 

— Continued  high  outmigration  of  young  adults  entering  the  labor 
force  . 
— Small  population  gains  in  the  future: 

--Only  a  total  gain  of  4.3%  in  the  county  by  1980. 

--A  total  gain  of  8.1%  in  the  Mount  Airy  Planning  Area  by  1980. 

—  Retention  of  the  leas t - educa t ed  and  1 eas t -s ki 1 1 ed  ,  who  cannot 

compete  in  an  outside  job  market,  while  the  be t t e r - educa t ed 
and  more-skilled  leave. 
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POPULATION  TRENDS  IN  MOUNT  AIRY 


As  the  market  •.rg  and  trading  center  for  a  somewhat  isolated 
agricultural  area.  Mount  Air   was  lor  decades  but  a  rustic  hamlet. 
Late  in  the  nineteenth  century,  the  construction  of  a  national  network 
of  railroads  opened  the  wa^  to  a  wide  market  for  specialization  in 
crafts  longde  I,  eloped  in  Surry  County,  particularly  wood  crafts, 
which  grew  in  time  into  a  large  furniture  industry.   At  the  same  time, 
the  post-Civil  War  textiles  industry  began  its  expansion  in  the  South, 
inclad''''g  Mount  Airv    Agriculture  was  the  dominant  economic  pursuit, 
however,   into  this  century.   By  far  the  greatest  period  of  economic 
expansion  in  Mount  Air\  was  the  decade  following  World  War  I ,  when 
a  textiles  boom  raised  the  Town  population  by  2  7.2%,  from  4,752  in 
1920  to  6.045  in  1930.   During  the  nineteen-twenties.   the  Township 
outside  the  Town  grew  by  68.0%.  from  5.595  in  1920  to  9,400  in  1930. 
The  communities  m  the  Moun+  Airy  Planning  Area  just  outside  the  Town 
took  more  definite  and  populous  forms.   Flat  Rock  grew  beside  the 
granite  quarry,  which  relied  heavily  on  manpower  and  mulepower  to 
meet  demand  for  produft^on.   Many  families  abandoned  farming  and  moved 
into  dwellings  near  fa.  ctories  where  the  wives  could  work  in  textiles 
plants  and  the  men  in  either  textiles  or  furniture.   The  Depression 
closed  or  reduced  manufacturing  operations,  and  many  families  moved 
back  to  their  family  or  individual  farms.   By  1940  the  Town  and  its 
nearby  communities   generally   company  towns,   had  regained  their 
population  losses  with  negligible  gains.   After  World  War  II,  the 
Tow.i  prospered   particularlv  in  growth  of  the  textiles  industry, 
and  Town  population  ..ncreased  by  14.4%  to  7,192  in  1950,  while  the 
rest  of  the  Township  grew  by  22.1%  to  12  191  in  1950. 

Since  1950  the  Town  of  Mount  Airy  has  lost  population  by  1  .  97o  to 
its  1960  population  of  7,055.   The  rest  of  the  Township  increased  by 
12.0%  to  a  1960  total  of  13,649.    It  is  not  necessary  to  repeat  a 
discussion  of  the  economic  factors  accounting  tor  the  slow  rate  of 
growth  of  the  area -•■the  large  declines  in  employment  for  men  in 
agriculture  and  furniture  just  being  balanced  by  gains  in  other 
parts  of  the  economy,  and  the  lack  of  expansion  in  the  economy  leading 
to  largescale  out-migration,  still  continuing.   That  the  Mount  Airy 
Labor  Market  Area  is  still  designated  as  an  area  of  'substantial' 
unemployment  gives  credence  to  the  suggestion  that  out-migration  may 
have  accelerated  beyond  levels  of  19506  0,  although  there  are  no 
total  population  data  to  substantiate  this  since  1960. 


JLhe--An^alysis  of  Population  Change.  1950--1960: 

Data  on  Dirths  and  deaths  for  the  decade  were  available  for  Mount 
Airy  and  Surry  County  and  are  presented  in  summary  for.m  in  Table  9. 
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Table  9  -~  ANALYSIS  OF  POPULATION  CHANGE  IN  MOUNT  AIRY 
AND  SURRY  COUNTY,   1950-60,   BY  COMPONENTS 


Town  of 

M  t .  Airy 


Surry 
C  ount y 


Beginning  population,  1950: 
Net  Natural  increase,   1950-60 
Expected  1960  populatior 


7  .  192 
1  .  180 
8,372 


45  ,  593 

8  .  196 

53  .  789 


Net  migration   1950-60 
Percent  net  migration 


-1,317 
-15.7% 


•5.584 
■10,4% 


Final     1960    populatidn 
Percent     change,     1950-60 


7,055 
-1.9% 


48  ,  205 
+  5.7% 


Source   Census  data  plus  vital  statistics  from  North  Carolina 
State  Health  Department 


If  births  are  added  and  deaths  subtracted,  given  the  initial  1950 
populations.,  an  expected  figure  for  1960  population  is  obtained, 
differences  from  which,  i^.     the  actual  1960  Census  count   are  figures 
for  net  migration. 

Now  that  net  out -migration  has  been  isolated,  a  key  question  is 
WHO  were  the  ou  t  -  m  i  gr  an  t  s?   Again,,  this  question  cannot  be  approached 
directly.   The  hypothesis  was  offered  that.  Most  out-migrants  were 
young  adults  who  could  not  be  absorbed  in  the  labor  force.   Death 
rates  by  age  were  obtained,  but  rates  for  young  adults  were  so  low 
as  to  be  effectively  zero.   Therefore,   it  was  possible  to  measure 
out-migration  over  a  ten-  year  period  by  a  census  survival  approach: 
e.g.   of  those  white  males  w^o  were  10-14  years  of  age  in  1950,  how 
many,  now  ages  20-24.  were  enumerated  in  the  1960  census?   Results 
are  presented  in  i'lgure  9  ♦or  Mount  Airy,  the  total  Mount  Airy  Planning 
Area,  and  Surry  County.    In  Mount  Airy,  the  population  ages  15-29 
migrated  out  of  the  Town  at  an  overall  rate  over  25%.   One  interesting 
datum  IS  that  13%  of  persons  under  age  five  in  1950  had  migrated  out 
by  1^6  0,   This  is  a  common  pattern  of  migration  from  cities  to  suburbs, 
If  Mourt  Airy  out-migration  was  a  suburban  movement,  the  Planning  Area 
figures  shoulfi  absorb  Mount  Airy's  losses    And  they  do,  partially, 
for  certain  ages-- under  5  and  20-*-,  precisely  the  expected  ages.. 
However   the  balance  of  the  Planning  Area  lailed  to  absorb  all  of 
Mount  Airy's  oat -migrants  in  any  age  group  and  contributed  heavily 
to  the  migration  in  ages  10-19.  the  ages  of  young  adults  reaching 
labor  force  entry  age  during  the  decade.   Again,  this  is  evidence  that 
the  local  economy  was  unable  to  expand  during  the  decade  enough  to 
accommodate  new  workers.   All  Surry  County  had  heavy  ou t  -m  i  g ra 1 1 o n 

losses  of  the  same  age  groups 10-19,  but  the  rates  dropped  sharply 

above  and  below  those  ages. 
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Figure  9  --  NET  MIGRATION,  1950-60,  AS  PERCENT  OF  POPULATION 

OF  SELECTED  AGES 


NET  OUT-MIGRATION      NET  IN-MIGRATION 


AGE  IN  1950 


5-9 


10-14 


15-19 


20-24 


25-29 


30-34 


•307o    _20«     -10%      0 
_l I I 


m 


i.t.n  ;•■•;:■•  rjk 


1 


107. 
—I 


-10 
-9 

-15 


-12 
-18 
-32 


-3  1 
^22 
-29 


-27 

-11 
-  13 


-22 

-8 
-12 


-17 

-9 

-4 


!vj  Mount  Airy        |     |  Planning  Area 


Surry  County 


What  Are  the  Consequences  of  Past  Trends  on  Future  Projections? 

Death  rates  have  dropped  steadily  until  recently,  when  they  have 
leveled  off,  nevertheless  it  is  assumed  that  there  will  continue  to 
be  the  same  sort  of  improvement  in  the  future.   The  losses  of  many 
young  adults. and  the  survival  of  people  to  older  ages  have  combined 
to  give  Mount  Airy  an  older  population  (see  Figure  10.)   This  trend 
is  likely  to  continue.   Large  ou t ~mi gr a t i on  losses  of  young  adults 
tend  to  reduce  birth^s,  but  the   baby  boom'  age-groups  are  now  entering 
child-bearing  ages  so  that  births  will  not  likely  change  much. 
The  analysis  of  the  economy  provided  reasoning  for  the  assertion  that 
present  trends  are  toward  a  stable  employment,  continuing  the  out- 
migration  of  large  numbers  of  young  adults. 

The  1970  and  1980  population  projections  for  the  Mount  Airy 
Planning  Area  and  for  Surry  County  were  obtained  from  the  output  of 
a  program  originated  for  the  IBM  650  computer  by  this  writer  and 
Dr.  C.  Horace  Hamilton  of  North  Carolina  State  College.   Details 
will  not  be  discussed.   Rather,  there  was  only  one  major  assumption: 
that  the  same  sorts  of  factors  producing  change  in  the  last  ten  years 
will  exert  a  similar  force  in  the  same  way  in  the  future;  computations 
by  the  computer  were  made  separately  for  each  age-group  by  race  and  sex, 
and  programs  were  run,  producing  the  figures  shown  in  a  summarized 
form  in  Table  10  and  Appendix  D. 

If  present  trends  continue,  the  population  age  60+  will  increase 
by  64.9%  in  the  Planning  Area  and  7  1.4%  in  the  county,  by  1980.   There 
will  be  a  decrease  in  population  ages  30-44,  largely  because  of  very 
low  birth  rates  in  the  nation  from  1930-1945.   As  projected,  there 
will  be  modest  increases  in  all  other  age-groups  in  the  Planning  Area 
and  small  net  losses  in  ages  0-29  for  the  county.   Total  population 
for  the  Planning  Area  was  15,312  in  1950,  growing  to  16,542  in  1960. 
The  1980  projection  is  17,880.   Population  growth  in  Surry  County 
is  projected  at  very  slight  gains,  from  48,205  in  196  0  to  50,295  in 
1980. 
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Figure  10  --  PERCENT  DISTRIBUTION  OF  MOUNT  AIRY  TOWN  POPULATION  1950-60 
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Figure  11  --  PERCENT  DISTRIBUTION  OF  MOUNT  AIRY  PLANNING  AREA 
POPULATION,  1950-1980,  BY  FIFTEEN-YEAR  AGE  GROUPS 
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Table  10  --  SUMMARY  OF  POPULATION  PROJECTIONS  BY  BROAD  AGE  GROUPS 
FOR  MOUNT  AIRY  AND  SURRY  COUNTY 


iJount  Airy  Planning  Area 


1950 


1960 


1970 


1980 


Age  G  roups 

0-14 

15-29 

30-44 

45-59 

60  + 
TOTAL 


4,  534 
4,  133 
3  ,  306 
1  ,  990 
1,349 
15,312 


4  ,  960 
3  ,  530 
3  ,  596 
2,615 
1,841 
16  ,  542 


4,830 
3  ,  872 
3  ,  162 
3  ,  066 
2  .  335 
17  ,  265 


5,130 
3  ,  697 
3,087 

2  ,  930 

3  ,  036 
17  ,  880 


S  u  i^r  Y C  QUO  t  y 


0-14 
15-29 
30-44 
45-59 
60  + 
TOTAL 


14 

977 

15 

184 

14 

280 

14 

235 

11 

833 

10 

384 

10 

826 

10 

247 

9 

136 

9 

816 

8 

681 

8 

320 

5 

716 

7 

427 

8 

641 

8 

246 

3 

931 

5 

394 

7 

165 

9 

247 

45 

593 

48 

20  5 

49 

593 

50 

295 

Percent  Change: 

Mount  Airy  Planning  Area 


19  5  0-60 


1960-70 


1970-80 


1960-80 


0-14 
15-29 
3  0-44 
45-59 
60  + 
TOTAL 


9 

4% 

-2.6% 

6.2% 

3 

4% 

-14 

6 

9.  7 

-4.  5 

4 

7 

8 

8 

-12.  1 

-2.4 

-14 

2 

31 

4 

17  .  2 

-4  .  4 

12 

0 

36 

_5 

26.  8 

30.  0 

64 

_9 

8  .  0 


4  .  4 


3  .  6 


Surry  County 

0-14 
15-29 
30-44 
45-53 
60  + 
TOTAL 


1 

4% 

-6 

0% 

-0 

3% 

-6 

3% 

-12 

2 

4 

3 

-5 

4 

-1 

3 

7 

4 

-11 

6 

-4 

2 

-15 

3 

29 

9 

16 

3 

-4 

6 

11 

0 

37 

_2 

32 

_8 

29 

J_ 

71 

__4 

5  .  7 


2  .  9 


1  .  4 


4  ,  3 


Source:  Appendix  D 
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APPENDIX  A  -    EM-PLOYMENT  DATA  FOR  THE  MOUNT  AIRY  AREA,  1960 

TOWN  OF  REST  OF  MT  .      SURRY 

MT.  AIRY  AIRY  TWP .       TOTAL 


MALES  14+  2308 

Civilian  Labor  Force  1869 

%inLaborForce  81.0% 

Employed  1774 

Unemployed  95 

%  U'nemployed  5  .  1% 

FEMALES  14+  2851 

Civilian  Labor  Force  1389 

%  in  Labor  Force  48.7% 

Employed  1299 

Unemployed  90 

%    Unemployed  6.5% 
Women  in  Labor  Force 

with  husbands  876 

%  Female  Labor  Force  63.1% 

TOTAL  EMPLOYED  3073 

Agriculture  35 

N onagr i cu 1 tur e  3038 

Mini  ng  3  0 

Manufacturing  13  60 

Furn.  &  Wood  204 

Machinery  93 

Other  Durables  40 

Food  41 

Textiles  794 

Apparel  103 

Other  Nondu rabies  85 

Construction  130 

Transp,,  Coramun.,  Util.  95 

Personal  Services  212 

Commercial  Trade  66  5 

Wholesale  73 

Retail  512 

Bus.  ,  %L    Repair  Service  80 

Professional  Services  292 

Public  Administration  80 

Othei's  (incl.  Finance)  174 

Source;  Unpublished  data,  U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census 
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4499 

16264 

3555 

1  2  5  9  U 

79  . 

0% 

77.4' 

3451 

12258 

104 

332 

2  . 

9% 

2  .  7' 

5034 

17625 

2402 

7503 

47  . 

7% 

42.  6 

2236 

7043 

166 

460 

6  . 

9% 

6  .  5 

1707 

5273 

71  . 

1% 

70  .  3 

5687 

19301 

347 

4087 

5340 

15214 

214 

287 

2623 

7302 

382 

983 

176 

462 

143 

267 

42 

260 

1593 

4441 

197 

529 

90 

360 

415 

1138 

137 

459 

382 

1012 

1029 

2888 

89 

287 

826 

2320 

114 

281 

314 

1096 

55 

311 

171 

721 

APPENDIX  B  -■   INCOME  DATA.   1959,  FOR  MOUNT  AIRY,   ITS  SURROUNDING 
COMMUNITIES,  URBAN  NORTH  CAROLINA,  AND  URBAN  U,   S. 


Income  category 

Mean  (average)  family  income 
Median  family  income 
Per  capita  income 


Mount 

Ad  jacen  t 

Urban 

U  r  ban 

Airy 

Communi  ties 

N  .  C  . 

U  .  S  . 

$5871 

$4201 

$5913 

$7248 

4504 

3844 

4843 

6166 

1773 

1203 

1639 

2069 

Percent  of  families  with: 
...less  than  $3j00U  incom.  e 
.,-$3,000  -  7  ,999 
.  ,  .$8,000  and  over 


27.6% 
56  .  4 
16  .  0 


34.7% 
59  .  4 
5  .9 


26  ,  9", 
53  .  5 
19  ,  6 


16.4% 
52.  7 
30.9= 


Percent  of  all  family  income: 

..by  families  under  $3,000 
,. .families  $3,000  -  7,999 
...families  $8,000  and  over 


8  .  0% 
48  .  9 
43  .  1 


14.4% 
68  .  6 
17  .  0 


7  .  8'; 
47  .  4 
44  .  8 


3  .  8% 
40.5 
55.7 


Sources:   North  Carolina  and  United  States  data  computed  from  1960  U.S. 
Census . 

Mount  Airy  and  its  adjacent  communities  computed  from  unpublished 

tabulations  of  the  1960  U.  S.  Census. 
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APPENDIX  C  —  DATA  ON  EDUCATIONAL  ATTAINMENT  OF  ADULTS,   1950  AND  1960, 
AND  HOUSING  DATA  ON  THE  MOUNT  AIRY  PLANNING  AREA  AND  SURRY  COUNTY 


Educa  1 1  on 


Ca  t egor V 


Urban       Urban       Mount       Mt.  Airy 
U.S.       N.C.       Airy        Adjacent 
Communi  ties 


Median  Attainment  of  Adults  Ages  25  and  Over: 

1950  10.2         9.2 

1960  11.1        10.4 


8  .  7 

9  .  4 


n  .  a 
7  .  5 


Percent  of  Adults  by  Educational  Attainment.  1960: 

Under     5      ,ears  7.3%  13     1%  13.7% 

5--12'.  ears  74.2  66.9  69.1 

one  or  more  yrs.  college 18.6 19.9 17.2 


19.7% 
76.0 
4  .3 


H  ous 1 ng 


Place 


Housing    Sub-        %Sub- 
Units      standard   standard 


Mount  Airv  Planning  Area 


5.065 


1  .  78? 


3  5  .  3", 


Town  of  Mount  Airy 

Banner  t  own 

Flat  Rock 

toast 

Rest  of  Planning  Area 


2,315 
342 
529 

579 
1  ,  300 


466 
106 
303 
287 
626 


20  .  1 
31.0 
57.3 
49  .  6 
48  .  2 


Surry  Outside  Planning  Area 


9,415 


4,796 


50  .  6 


Elkin  Town 

Pilot  Mountain  Town 


985 
423 


74 

90 


7,  5 
21.3 


Surry  County  Total 
North  Carolina  Total 
North  Caro>.in^  Urban 


14  .480 


6.554 


45  3 
36  ,  5 
2  0.1 


Source:   U.  S.  Censuses  of  Population  and  Housinf 
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Appendix  D  --  POPULATION  PROJECTIONS  FOR  THE  MOUNT  AIRY  PLANNING 
AREA  AND  SURRY  COUNTY  TO  1980,  BY  AGE 


Census 


Age  Groups 19  50 


1960 


1970 


Projections 


1980 


Mount  Airy  Planning  Area: 
TOTAL  15,312 


16 , 542 


17 , 265 


17  ,  880 


0-4 
5-9 
10-14 
15-19 
20-24 
25-29 
30-34 
35-39 
40-44 
45-49 
50-54 
55-59 
60-64 
65-69 
70-74 
75     + 


1  ,  729 

1  ,  464 

1  ,341 

1,416 

1  ,  422 

1  ,  295 

1,251 

1,149 

906 

812 

646 

532 

426 

399 

240 

284 


,  649 

740 

,652 

526 

,659 

564 

333 

449 

,  097 

319 

100 

104 

261 

Oil 

198 

001 

137 

150 

049 

092 

812 

031 

754 

943 

558 

707 

468 

636 

368 

436 

447 

556 

833 
698 
599 
309 
222 
166 
160 
Oil 
916 
900 
038 
992 
912 
809 
564 
751 


Surry  County: 


TOTAL 


45  ,  593 


48,205 


49,593 


50  ,  295 


0-4 

5 

511 

4 

985 

4,941 

4  ,868 

5-9 

4 

890 

5 

027 

4,661 

4  ,730 

10-14 

4 

576 

5 

172 

4  ,  678 

4  ,  637 

15-19 

4 

314 

4 

178 

4  ,  295 

3  ,985 

20-24 

3 

881 

3 

124 

3  ,  548 

3,  202 

25-29 

3 

638 

3 

08  2 

2,983 

3  ,  060 

30-34 

3 

366 

3 

382 

2  ,721 

3,084 

35-39 

3 

167 

3 

216 

2,727 

2,635 

40-44 

2 

603 

3 

218 

3  ,  233 

2,601 

45-49 

2 

274 

2 

930 

2  ,974 

2,523 

50-54 

1 

849 

2 

415 

2  ,  985 

2  ,  999 

55-59 

1 

593 

2 

082 

2  ,  682 

2  ,  724 

60-64 

1 

160 

1 

601 

2,086 

2,  581 

65-69 

1 

133 

1 

429 

1  ,  866 

2  ,  404 

70-74 

762 

1 

007 

1  ,  399 

1  ,821 

75  + 

876 

1 

357 

1,814 

2,441 

Source:   1950  and  1960  U.  S.  Census  Da t a . P r o j ec t i ons  for  1970  and 

1980  from  IBM  650  computer  program  originated  by  Josef  Perry, 
Division  of  Community  Planning,  and  Dr.  C.  Horace  Hamilton, 
North  Carolina  State  College.  (Detailed  data  by  race  and  sex 
available  on  request.) 
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